In the text the authors state that (in verbatim): "A recently published study from Brazil highlighted that there is no need of radiopharmacist in their nuclear medicine units".
And cited the article: Brasil MP, de Barros MP, Antunes LJ, Santos-Oliveira R. Hospital nuclear pharmacy survey: Preliminary aspects in Brazil J Young Phar 2012, 4, 279-81.
As the corresponding author of this article I must have to say that the authors are completely wrong in this affirmation. The article says exactly the opposite, in verbatim.
"The concept of hospital nuclear pharmacy without radiopharmacist is absolutely wrong and may cause damages to the patient". I penned down the following clarification with regard to the comments made by the author.
• The author pointed and commented on the verbatim in our article "A recently published study from Brazil highlighted that there is no need of radiopharmacist in their nuclear medicine units"; this verbatim is interpreted on the pretext of the following verbatim mentioned in the abstract of the article and as well as the verbatim under the results and discussion of the article "Hospital Nuclear Pharmacy Survey: Preliminary Aspects In Brazil published in Volume 4, Issue 4 of the Journal of Young Pharmacists.
"The results showed that most of the hospitals (>80%) did not have pharmacist and all of them (100%) considered that a pharmacist in the nuclear pharmacy is not required" (Abstract)
"The answers collected from the questionnaire also revealed that from all hospitals studied, 100% of the nuclear medicine services considered that keeping a pharmacist is not essential and would raise the cost for the hospitals" (Results and Discussion)
• The author stated the following verbatim in support of his comments "The concept of hospital nuclear pharmacy without radiopharmacist is absolutely wrong and may cause damages to the patient". This verbatim is mentioned in the conclusion as a suggestion and it is a not a research finding.
Still to be precise, I truly endorse the views of author
